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Tus gre tiles anp Provincia. ye —_ 
ciation’s forthcoming meeting at Leicester is li to 
be largely attended. Some of the provincial Law 
Societies have already appointed highly influential depu- 
tations to attend the meeting. Amongst these we ma 

tion—for Birmi m, Mr. J. G. Johnson, Mr. J. 

W. Whateley, Mr. J. Rawlins, and Mr. Arthur Ryland ; 
for Hull, Mr. W. H. Moss and Mr. G. C. Roberts; 
for the county of Kent, Mr. John Case. Mr. John Hope 
Shaw, of Leeds; Mr. J. O. Watson, of Liverpool; and 
Mr. G. Thorley, of Manchester, are also ted to 
attend as a of the Northern Circuit divi- 
sion of the jation. The Chairman, Mr. W. Shaen, 
M.A., will preside, and will deliver an address touching 
upon the various matters which are specially interesting 
to members of the Association. The Secretary has also 
received notices of papers or addresses on the following 
subjects :— 

Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women. B 
Mr. J. O. Watson, of Liverpool, ' 

Alteration of the Circuits. By Mr. T. Avison, of 
Liverpool. 

The Judges in France. By Mr. T. Dry, Lincoln's- 
inn-fields. 

Modern Law Reforms. By Mr. J. Turner, Carey- 


street. 
Legislative Results of the late Session. By Mr. Phili 
Rickman, the Secretary. e J 
Mr. John Hope Shaw, of Leeds, is expected to address 
meeting on the importance to solicitors of a Law 





he 
Diversity to be open to the whole proféssion, and not 


merely to students of the Bar. fore the meeting 
takes place, the series of articles on legal education in 
England, and in oe oe on the institutions which 
ed here for the training of young 
lawyers, which are now appearing in our columns from 
week to week as a translation from a treatise by a dis- 
ished German lawyer, will be nearly completed, 
and will be found very useful in such a discussion as is 
likely to be ced by the pe Mr. Hope Shaw. 
As the meeting will not come off before the 29th of the 
present month, it is not unlikely that various other 
papers will be received by the hel” in the mean- 
time, and we hope that the meeting will be both satis- 
factory to those who attend it, and useful to the profes- 
sion generally. The names of those gentlemen whom 
we have mentioned as deputations from the provinces 
are amongst the most respectable and influential ent 
t 
uarantee of the provincial credit of the Association. If 
e meeting does ing more than discuss as it de- 
serves the project of a Law University, so as to be pre- 
pared with well-considered tions for Parliament 
next session, when the of the Inns of Court 
College will be before 
will be a highly useful service to the body of attorne 
and solicitors. The topic is one which affords ample 
materials cher, ro 4 io beng om there is a eg n 
"8 pr establishing an Attorneys’ e, 
di i Tasorporated Law Society 
pable of conferring de in 
e grade ot * fellowship,” after the fashion 
of egies ie Physicians, This scheme 
provide for a Court of Discipline, with 
wer of censure and removal; but still there would 
ust as complete i tion between the two branches 
ag oon ere is at present. On the other 
ide it has been suggested that crag pk: wel Law 
University” will satisfy the wants of the profession and 
the public. The advocates of this scheme require 


Pro) | 
the Government, that of itself 





toa certain extent a common 

barristers and solicitors, but also 

persons, such as those of our ci 

and others, who need more 0 

law. According to this plan, 

be a kind of common centre and 

ledge, leaving free action to the several Inns of Court 
and the Incorporated Law Society, 

with the University would be only by way of affiliati 
This suggestion does not in th ict with Mr. 
Turner's proposal for an Attorneys? rns od it i 
highly desirable that both these proposals sh be 
idered together, and that the probable resul 

should be ascertained as far as possible 

definite step is taken. The subject could not be 

hands than in those of Mr. Hope Shaw, 
no doubt that any ions coming from him will be 
worthy of consideration, and will be so regarded 
profession. ‘We hope, however, that the 

will not fail to lay down some plan of action at the 
proaching meeting for obtaining the abolition of t 
annual certificate duty. Unless it desires to relinquish 
all pretensions to practical utility, it can hardly 

to pass over this pressing and important question. 


Two rieMs or soxicrtors of the highest Fagor and 
respectability have been engaged during the week in a 
newspaper, or rather “ Money a 
which we think might as well have been omitted. 
Messrs. Crowder, Maynard, Son, & Lawford are, it ap- 

ars, the solicitors of “‘' The Imperial Royal Privileged 

nion Bank of Austria,” which, according to the adver- 
tisement, is “ established under a concession for 
years from his Majesty the Emperor of Austria, and 
constituted according to Austrian law, with limited 
liability.” The advertised prospectus states that the 
concession “is the privilege of conducting banking ope- 
rations, and of establishing branohes in all the towns 
and cities throughout the Austrian empire.” Messrs. 
Bircham, Dalrymple, Drake, & Ward, as solicitors to 
the proposed Anglo-Austrian Bank, immediately pub- 
lished a note stating that they had received from the - 
“Finance Minister of the Austrian Government” a 
tele, _stating that the “Union Bank has no 
8 No A a t Bice Government. a 
essrs. Crowder, Ma & pany reply 
expressing their surprise at the letter Te a solk- 
citors of the rival project, and insisting the 
truth of the statement as to the concession which was 
contained in the prospectus. Thereupon Messrs. 
Bircham & Co. rejoin, confirming their statement by 
the copy of another telegram vouching the cope | 
of the former, and concluding as follows: —* We 
certainly not advise our clients to make an anmounce- 
ment which can be officially contradicted.” Now, 
without at all desirin pide loa» up ban Ria 
elp o at, 
ly falls within the proper province of 
solicitors to on this kind of warfare on 
behalf of their clients, even though they are embryo com- 
nies. But even if it were otherwise—if solicitors were 
or all purposes the agents of the promoters of joint-stock 
companies—yet it hardly becomes so le and so 
eminent a frm as Messrs. Bircham & Co. to i 
tte bee ae Such a correspondence tends to inj 
clients wrongly. & ¢0) ° 
the professional reputation of attorneys and solictiors 
generally, and to givé the public a notion that they are 
wont to have a deeper interest in these ve un- 
akings than would be excited by the circumstance 
of mere professional employment. Some other sug- 
a of more general interest also arise from 
is correspondence. Assuming the fact to be 
sition company is guilty of a gross and material 
representation—there is no doubt that 
were thereby induced to become shareholders would, 
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the company were an English one, be entitled to recover 
back any money paid by them for deposit or calls, and 
that the directors, and probably also all its other 4 
cipal officers (including its solicitors) would be held 
liable for the loss occasioned by such false representa- 
tion—the representation in question being one of fact 
and not of opinion, and going, moreover, to the very 
foundation of the whole scheme.. The company, how- 
ever, is, as we have seen, to be constituted accordi 
to Austrian and not to English law. Now, althoug 
the jurisdiction of the courts of one country over com- 
panies domiciled in another depends upon whether 
those companies are, through their property or their 

ents, amenable to the process of the courts in which 
the companies are sued, it by no means follows that our 
tribunals, in dealing with questions affecting the interests 
of shareholders in this bank, may not find themselves 
el practically from appl this honest rule of 
English law. The truth is, that the beamck of companies’ 
law relating to foreign companies is of very recent 
growth, and is still very ill-defined. It is only within 
the past few years that it has come to be a common 
practice for persons living in this country to take shares 
in companies senetitelad and governed according to 
foreign law, although having agents and even directors in 
this country, and the law relating to this subject is there- 
fore yet very unsettled. As between Great Britain and 
France, some of these difficulties have been solved by the 
special convention of last year. There is no such con- 
vention with the Emperor of Austria, but even if there 
were, it is obvious that there must always of necessity be 
great risk in entrusting one’s money to a company 
which has its principal domicil and the great bulk of its 
property beyond the control of our courts, and is more- 
ever expressly subject to the operation of foreign law. 
In the case of Bill v. The Sierra Nevada Lake Water 
and Mining Company, 1 De G. F. & J. 177, where the 
company was incorporated by an Act of the Cali- 
fornian Legislature for purposes connected with 
land in that country, but nearly all the share- 
holders were resident in England, the question 
arose whether the English urt of Chancery 
could interfere with an application to the Califor- 
nian Legislature for sanctioning an increase of preference 
shares, and for this purpose varying the terms of its 
original constitution. In that case the Lords Justices, 
overruling the decision of Vice-Chancellor Stuart, de- 
cided that the Court had no more jurisdiction to restrain 
an application to the Legislature of a foreign country 
than to our own Parliament ; and in all probability, in 
the case of a company constituted according to Austrian 
law, the English shareholders would be equally power- 
less to prevent organic changes in the constitu- 
tion of the company, such as might be readil 
restrained if it were governed by English law. We 
merely throw out these suggestions for consideration. 
No doubt, in the course of a few years we shall have 
abundance of settled law upon the subject; but mean- 
while it is as well that solicitors should have their eyes 
open to the peculiar embarrassments and dangers in- 
volved in dealings with the shares of these public com- 
panies. 


CoMPANIES’ BONDHOLDERS HAVE BEEN of late an un- 
fortunate class. The ae case seems not unlikely 
to bring other cases of unfortunate bondholders 
before the ae: The Daily News of Thursday puts 
the case of the Thames Navigation Bondholders as one 
of real hardship, arising from the inadvertence of a 
bill before Parliament not providing for their claims. 
The facts appear to be shortly as follow :—Under the 
provisions of a law in 1774, and of others passed 
in later years, the Corporation of the City of London, 
as conservators of the River Thames, borrowed, first 
£15,000, at five per cent. interest; and secondly, 
£141,100, at three and a half per cent. interest, on the 


security of the tolls and duties authorised to be raised 








by Acts of Parliament for the purpose, for which the 
tion of London gave bonds ing the cor 

rate seal. The bondholders therefore believed that 

they had a twofold security for the due and regular 

payment of their interest—viz., the charge upon aif the 

tolls, duties, and profits arising from the Thames, and 

the engagement on the part of the Corporation of Lon- 

don by bond under the corporate seal. For more than 

half a century the bonds so given by the City were 
good marketable securities, and passed from hand 
to hand by mere indorsement at par. In 1857, how- 

ever, a litigation ensued between the ration 
of London and the Attorney-General, on behalf of her 
Majesty, with the view of determining their respective 
rights to the soil of the river. This led to the passing 
of the Thames Conservancy Bill in 1857, by which her 
Majesty sold her rights to the City, upon consideration 
that the power for controlling the river navigation be 
centered in a Board of Conservators, having power to 
levy and collect tolls and borrow money. By some 
oversight it appears that the claims of the original 
Thames Navigation bondholders were ignored and 
left totally unprovided for. Under the advice of 
counsel, two of their body, holding bonds repre- 

senting £10,000, for which £10,000 cash had been 
paid to the Corporation of London, brought an action 
against the mayor, commonalty, and citizens, upon the 
bonds. The case was heard before the Court of Common 
Pleas, when the judges were divided in opinion; the 
Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Williams, and Mr. 
Justice ag being of opinion that in consequence of 
the estates, tolls, fines, &c., having been transferred to 
the conservators by the Act of 1857, the Corporation 
were not liable to perform their obligations, although no 
express discharge is given by the Act; but Mr. Justice 
Willes was of opinion that the City remained liable. From 
this decision the bondholders appealed to the Court of 
Exchequer, where they were equally unsuccessful; 
and now they appeal through the press to the great 
British public, in the hope that the Legislature may be 
induced to pass an Act enabling the bondholders to re- 
ceive what is due to them out of the funds which have 
been vested in the conservators by the mistake of Par- 
liament itself. Although the discussion of this case 
will probably be confined mainly to an exposition of 
the faults attending our present system of private bill 
legislation, and may do good service in this direction, 
yet in truth it is also useful as an illustration of the evils 
arising from the present want of supervision over cor- 
porations and companies in the exercise of their borrow- 


ing powers. The amount of English capital now in- * 


vested in this manner is prodigious, and the inherent 
uncertainty attending many of these investments is so 
eat as to have become a question of really national 
importance. Elsewhere in our columns of to-day will 
be found a list of these bond or debenture loans (con- 
fined to certain railway commana) Vien will surprise 
our readers. Many of these debenture-holders have 
probably never heard of the Hartlepool case or of the 
case of the Thames Navigation bon -holders, and the 
great majority of them think, no doubt, that their inte- 
rests have been carefully protected by the Legislature, 
and that the mere fact of the debentures being issued 
by great public companies is of itself sufficient assur- 
ance of the authority to do so, and of the validity of 
the debentures. There is, however, but very slight 
security for such cases in the standing orders and pro- 
ceedings of either House of Parliament, and there is 
still less in the internal constitution and proceedin 
of the companies themselves. We have alr 
discussed (ante, p. ag? the various remedies whic 
have been . The Thames Navigation bond- 
holders’ case shows that a proper audit and strict super- 
vision of the finance department, and in particular of 
the money, raised in pursuance of Parliamentary bor- 
rowing powers, is desirable for the protection not only 








of shareholders ang bondholders, but also of Parliament 
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itself. It is certainly a grievous hardship that inno- 


cent persons should be exposed to heavy ar: loss 
and to protracted vexation as the result of a iwulty 
system of legislation. 


Tue Unton Assessment Act, 1862, still gives rise 
to complaint in agricultural districts. The main griev- 
ance arises from the adoption in different districts of 
different methods for arriving at the “ gross estimated 
value.” Mr. James Stockdale, of Carke, in a letter to 
the Times, observes :— 

It is certainly to be regretted that the law officers of the 
Crown or the Poor-law Board, as advised by them, did not at 
first anticipate the difficulties which have been met with in 
carrying out the provisions of the Union Assessment Act, and 
so have pointed out the best way of avoiding them, instead of 
leaving the 650 assessment committees to grope in the dark, as 
it were, and to construe the Act just as they chose—some in 
one way and some in another; some taking rent as the sole 
criterion of the “ gross annual value;” some rent and the pro- 
perty tax returns conjoined; some going by the old valuations 
revised; some by a house to house and field to field valuation 
made by committees of ratepayers; some by valuations made 
by assistant overseers, and some by valuations made by a 
regularly appointed valuer—to say nothing of the singularly 
diverse and often quite ridiculous scales of deduction from the 
gross estimated rental for repairs and insurance—in every 
county nearly a different scale adopted by assessment com- 
mittees; and all this because of their thorough ignorance of 
any better way of carrying out the provisions of the Act. 


Tue Socran Science Conersss at Edinburgh is to be 
distinguished this year by a novel feature. There is to 
be a reunion of the Bars of the three kingdoms, under 
the presidency of Lord Brougham. 


Mr. Cuanrtss H. Topp, LL.D., the judge of the Con- 
pve Court of pat, has recently decided that in a 
church which origina ly was a parochial as well as 
cathedral church, the allocation of pews is governed by 
the law ROR w to parish churches, and consequently 
that in such a church seats cannot be allocated to per- 
sons who are not parishioners. It is a curious fact that 
there is an entire absence of authority as to the alloca- 
tion of seats in a cathedral church which is not also 

hial. We in a week or two to give a 
complete outline of the present state of the law on the 
subject of pews and sittings in parish, district, proprie- 
tary, and other churches. 


Mr. Dantzt, Q.C., of the Chancery Bar, is mentioned 
as a probable candidate for the representation of Tam- 
be vacant by the decease of the Marquis of Towns- 

end, 





THE LAW OF ENTAILS. 

While an effort is being made for the consolidation of 
our statute law, it may be expedient to point out certain 
defects in our present legal system which no scheme of 
consolidation or codification seems directly competent to 
meet, and the remedying of which, consequently, no 
such colossal reforms should impede. These difficul- 
ties mainly consist of the checks to alienation which 
still linger about our real property code. Useful in the 
childhood of political society, they no longer discharge 
the function of legal swathing clothes, but are ligatures 
checking the circulation of what should be as readily 
transferable as any description of personal property. 
There is not, perhaps, any dark spot on the whole sur- 
face of our real property system to be compared in 
magnitude with the statute de Donis. It is the key- 
stone of our law of settlement and remainders, and 
effectually impedes all reform in conveyancing that does 
not provide for the numerous difficulties to which it gives 
rise. That statute, as our readers are aware, for full 
two hundred years completely tied up most of the 
estates in the kingdom. An escape from its pressure 
was effected not by the Legislature, but by the judge-made 
rule in Taltarum's case, which first established the doc- 
trine of recoveries, the various questions resulting from 


which and from fines resembled in point of difficulty the 
most abstruse problems of the differential ‘calculus. 
The Act for the Abolition of Fines and Recoveries, 3 & 
4 Will. 4, c. 74, for which we are so much indebted to 
Mr. Brodie, constituted the Reform Act of the last 
reiga, which was certainly not unprolific of beneficial 
measures. But the question appears not inapt, whether 
there is really any necessity for the existence of estates 
tail; and whether the difficulties of construction to which 
they give rise, especially in cases where the entail is 
alleged to be created by will, are not so great as impera- 
tively to demand that this ancient fulcrum of our -real 
sag ob system be removed. Numerous cases t 

cited as examples of the difficulty we are considering. 
These cases may be conveniently under the 
heads of testamentary capacity, alienation, and charges 
on real estate. 

It is often exceedingly hard to determine whether a 
party takes an estate in tail or in fee. This difficulty, 
indeed, is one which cannot be removed by the abolition 
of estates tail, because, so long as the present latitude 
is allowed to testators, they may express their inteftions 
so obscurely as to render it difficult to discover whether 
they intend a devisee to take a limited estate only or 
in fee. But the importance of the present distinction 
a —— tail and in Fyne | be —s pore 

0 it is at present of the utmost importance for 
an want to ascertain whether he is or is not affected 
by the statute de Donis, yet the question is often deter- 
mined by a reference to the most minute distinctions of 

hraseology. Thus, an estate tail is created in A. by 
Direct devise to A. and his heirs male (Zrash v. Wood, 4 
My. & Cr. 324), or to A. and his right heirs male (Lord 
Ossulston’s case, 3 Salk. 336) ; but a devise to A. and his 
lawful heirs will give A. the fee (Mathews v. Gardiner, 
17 Beay. 254). An entail is created in A. by a devise to 
A. and his heirs, and if he die without heirs of his 
body, remainder over ; or to A. and his heirs, and if he 
die without heirs, to a person in the line of descent ; or 
to A. for life, remainder to the heirs of his body, and 
the heirs of their bodies (Burnet v. Coby, ci. 2 Jar. Wills, 
334) ; or to A. and his issue living at his death (Univer- 
sity of Oxford v. Clifton, 1 Ed. 473). And yet an estate 
tail is not created in A. by a devise to A., and the next 
heir of his body and his heirs; or to A. and his heirs, 
and if he die without heirs of his body under twenty- 
one, remainder over (Pells v. Brown, Cro. Jac. 590) ; 
or to A. and his heirs ; and if he die without. heirs, to a 
stranger (Grumble v. Jones, 2 Eq. Cas. Abr. 300, pl. 15), 
in which the devise over was held to be void for remote- 
ness. In all such cases where it might be doubted 
whether the devisee took in tail or in fee, if the 
in the law which we recommend were made, it would 
seldom be necessary either for the devisees or incum- 
brancers of the supposed tenant in tail to prove that he 
a was tenant in fee. 

A tenant in tail has no testamentary capacity. Hemay 
alien or encumber his estate by any instrument inter vivos, 
provided that it is enrolled within six months after its ex- 
ecution, 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74, s. 41; and it has been held 
that the enrolment may be properly made after the 

tor’s death. What possible good can result from pro- 
Fibiting a tenant in tail from peony will of his land, 
it is hard to perceive, since he can his issue by any 
conveyance. This is the first great defect in the existing 
sy ae b t in tail, not by way of fine 

mveyances by a tenant in no way 0’ or 
recovery, could “A avoided by the issue, but not all in 
the same manner. If the tenant in tail conveyed any 
interest by a tortious conveyance, the issue was put to 
his action; if the conveyance was innocent, but 
the freehold, the issue should make an entry upon the 
land ; but if the conveyance were only for a term, @ mere 
parol claim to the contrary by the issue avoided it. No 
conveyance at present, indeed, has a tortious : 
But the old law is still important in respect of abstracts of 





title ; and even at the present day the whole of the old 
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law, relating to entries and claims, is in full force. Be- 
sides these puzzles affecting the issue, the incumbrancers 
of a tenant in tail have a number of peculiar difficulties 
to proving for. Waiving the consideration of mortgages 
duly enrolled, most other conveyances are at the mercy 
of the issue, who may confirm or avoid them at his dis- 
cretion; while a grant of rent-charge, of common, and 
of everything that, in feudal language, is against common 
right, is absolutely void on the death of the grantor, 
and cannot be set up by the issue in its pristine priority, 
but can only be regranted by the issue with a  prorpicd 
over other incumbrances merely from the date of the re- 
grant. The judgment creditor of a tenant in tail 
will find it hard to obtain a clear view of his rights over 
the entailed land, unless his judgment has been obtained 
between the years 1839 and 1860. If it falls within the 
period specified, his judgment is virtually a disentailing 
assurance pro tanto, and is perfectly secure from any 
inroad on the part of the issue. If it be prior to 1839, 
the judgment became void if the conuzor died prior to 
that date without having done any other act to affect 
the rights of the issue in tail. But if he barred the 
issue and remainderman, or the issue only, then the 
judgment will bind the issue and remainderman, or the 
issue only, as the case may be. If the conuzor did not 
bar either issue or remainderman, but executed an in- 
nocent eonyeyanee for a freehold interest of any quan- 
tity, either in fee, tail, or for life, the j t will bind 
the land so long as the interest conveyed by such inno- 
cent assurance not have been avoided by the issue 
by some positive act. In reference to this question, the 
law ding entry or claim is even at the present day 
in full operation. If the conuzor acither suffered a 
recovery, levied a fine, nor created a base fee, or any 
free interest in the land entailed, but merely made 
a lease thereof, which is not yet avoided by the issue, 
the question whether the judgment will be a charge 
on the land will depend upon the fact whether 
the lease reserves rent or not. In the former case, 
the issue may confirm the lease, and avoid the 
jadgment, or rather it is void in-se; in the latter, the 
judgment takes priority of the term, and binds the land 
entailed so long as the term subsists.—Vide note by 
Treby, C.J., in 1 Dyer Rep. 51a. 

There is no rule of law that gives rise to more 
refined discussion, or may have so unjust an operation, 
as the doctrine of remitter; yet it is so highly fa- 
voured in law (Litt. 660), that, contrary to the general 
rule, it may sometimes invalidate the grants of the party 
remitted. Remitter takes place, as our readers are 
aware, when a person in possession of land has two titles 
to it; he is then conclusively deemed, by the judgment 
of the law, to be in by his first title. The estate, conse- 
quently, created later title, and all a affect- 
ing it, have to exist. The question of remitter 
is often to be determined by reference to a question of 
fact, which in gli such cases must be very difficult of 
being aseertained—viz., whether the estate from which 
the issue in tail is remitted was such as could be avoided 
by a elaim ; and ifso, whether such claim was ever made 
by any person t whom he derives title to the 
entail? This claim may pr homer for it certainly is 
not comprised under any of headings in the Statute 
of Frauds. Ifthe of the statute de Donis would 
effect no other than render the transcendental 


doctrines of remitter obsolete, it would render no 
and incumbrancers of real 





by law with the power of supporting a remainder—of 
being, in short, possessed of all the beneficial incidents 
of estates tail, without requiring any iar forms of 
transfer or incumbrance, and without being incapable of 
being devised. The useful results of such a change are 
almost too numerous to mention. It would obviate in 
almost all cases the necessity for a resort to the refined 
distinctions discussed in the cases we have cited. Even 
within the last few weeks, a case Citoanveg v. Bray, 
11 W. R. 1053) was decided by the}Master of the Rol 
in which the word “ heirs” was read “ heirs of the bedy,” 
whereby the father of the issue in tail was disinherited, 
and his creditors disappointed. We own we do not care 
to see estates ascend. We merely refer to the case as 
perhaps the latest in which the importance of the distinc- 
tion between an estate tail and an estate in‘fee is oprikingty 
exhibited. The legal distinction between a claim an 
an entry, a grant against common right, and a grant 
according to common right, ought not any longer to 
have place in our jurisprudence; while the astounding 
fact that no small portion of the realty in the country 
is incapable of being devised appears to be gene- 
rally considered as a ee incident of the law 
of settlement. A tenant in tail can, the day after he 
comes of age, disentail the land, at least as regards his 
own issue, and then make a valid will. He could not, 
if the change we p were adopted, make a will 
sooner. ere, then, is the necessity for taxing him 
with the expense of executing a disentailing deed, which 
is a mere matter of form? We think that we have shown 
conclusively that the law of estates tail is excessively 
inconvenient both to the owners and incumbrancers of 
realty, and has not a single feature to recommend its 
perpetuation. The change we have advocated is simple, 
might be effected by a statute not exceeding ten 
lines in length. With a view to render the various 
parts of. our real property code as ho: us aS pos- 
sible, we think that terms of years might conveniently 
sucrose capable of being etied sk a if they 
course, 0 se just as ey 
were freehold pel This would be, doubtless, an 
improvement on the existing law of terms. But as 
leases for years present no inherent obstacles to their 
being conveyed either by an instrument inter vivos or by 
will, this supplementary measure is not so urgent as the 
intricate law of entails. Both the changes, however, 
which we have discussed coreg pe gar to our 
— upon every gronnd, as well of juristical prin- 
ciple as of expediency. 


LEGAL COLLEGES IN ENGLAND.* 
PRESENT CONSTITUTION oF THE INS OF CouRT. 
(Continued from p. 831.) 

Besides the requisite of majority —that is, of the age of one-and- 
twenty—twoconditions have been latterly introduced of an alter- 
native nature, The choice is left to the intended barrister whe- 
ther he will attend the lectures of two professors for 9 year, 
or submit himself to a public examination. With a view to 
these, juridical lectures and examinations have been established 

the institutions, which will be treated of more at length in 
next section. Here it suffices us to remark, that in Eng- 
land the demand for a juridical education is limited to this, 
according to our showing, incomprehensibly small measure. 








Even now, however, a theoretical instruction of a young ye 


in his science is generally looked upon as a 
subordinate importance. Vos guantan, tones tare. sppa® 
respectability of the individual, and upon his entrance 
with body and soul into the interest and the well-being of the 
profession. To ensure the latter, social intercourse with the 
community must be resorted to. To this end, even now, there is 
a condition which, thongh at the first glance hardly comprehen 
sists te hot th lass tedlopreoablo no one can gain admission 
from the community of students, into the legal profession, who 
has not during a space of three years, at certain times, accord- 
to immemorial regulation, attended the common meals. In 
manner, and only so, is in England an scademical 











® Translated from Die Genossenschaften der Anwilite in England 
Vom Herrn Dr. Julius Hopf, cu Gotha, : 8 ‘ 
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triennium, also eted. This much is ensured 
if nothing bgt Ap ot pcm 
his education. For centuries this singular requisite was indeed 
the only one. An honest foreigner, who knew nothing but from 
three to four hours daily of college, and strict exami- 
nations, which were, moreover, surrounded with a nimbus 
of secrecy, might rack his brain to think how in such a course 
anyone could me a jurist. And it would, in fact, bea 
masterpiece of magic, if the result were a complete mastery 
over legal science in its length and breadth; but this, 
as has been said, is not the which is chiefly held in view. 
The legal importance which, however, is attached to living 
in common in the course of an English jurist, justifies a short 
discussion of this custom, which best find its place here. 
In old times the members of the Inns of Court, and espe- 
cially the students, were accustomed to live together in their 
co They were a little page in themselves. Shut 
out the o Neg he lived, like the monks, according 
to the rules which had ended to them, and which gave 
the minntest prescriptions for things such as the custom of the 
table, and the mode of keeping terms as well as for the form of 
the beard, All ate together in their halls, and had their 
festivals, such as dramatic representations and masquerades. 
Such domestic fellowship lay in the spirit of the middle 
ages. With the progress of time, the student, like the 
advocate, has now become more of a common man, and in- 
dependent in his domestic life. As a remnant of the old 
life in common, dining together still remains, It is a 
belief of the English goes, that persons whose calling 
brings them together, rn to tolerate and appreciate each _ 
other first and best through the bottle, or, indeed, to speak 
more conrectly, through many bottles. And, in fact, what 
bind comrades in calling better to. each other and to the com- 
mon, piri of Synteten than. the friendly relations of the 
individuals in intercourse? This element is not without 
rh Fora ha re iti halls and 
@ in institutions spacious dining-halls an 
kitchens, The year is divided into three sections for these 
festivals: from Michaelmas to Christmas, from New Year to 
Easter, and from then to the end of the month of July.* In 
each of these divisions a number of dinners is held, The ex- 
ion for. this.pleasant portion of student life is still “ keep- 
term,” The litary meal. time, on, the days in question 
is,five o'clock, At this honr the hall:is opened, and begins. to 
be quickly with a hungry crowd of black gowns, Be- 
sides the savlents, banshers and barxisters take part on pay- 
ment, Judges and other distinguished persons appear as 
guests. ‘All come in the solemn apparel of office—the black 
robe; students wear it; and’ judges and advocates the dignified 
powder-wigs.t At halfpast five the doors are closed. The 
matter is very seriously: each one must have actually. 
from beginning to end. To 


The sudants lt ak side table in groupe af, ous Ne 
stisres ¢ paeereme intents 

08 Tound, 1 ? 
and, all similar matters, are regulated by sacred aR Ra 


and this is ed and followed with a seriousness and a 
which would appear ludicrous if they were not so | 
Each one of the Inns has also peculiar customs for |} 
For inn, before the beginning | 


& so-called grace-cup is handed round, and other 


similar Not much, however, is spoken cither of Ulpian | 
— amare 


general. But the 


But the others also, whose presence ig more or less. voluntary, 
'y. In this manner the 
young man.does not, indeed, learn, what law, is, and how to 
u ig, agreeably drawn into, acquaintance and 
we ee Mi dla Ae gong de 
¢ early, and from.a t. of view, famili 
with the of the profession. — 

said conditions, attendance on lectures, or sub- 
mission to an examination, and’ regular participation in the 
meals, have been duly falfilled, the stadent is ready. ‘The 


® Now and then, but D our euthor is Inexact, as in the 
: sete Ce at told that there are fea, ne 


+ ih s9-alto to the hour of dining, there is some diversity 





student cen, without further deluy, request permission to 

tise as a lawyer, which is given fa the form of 

degree. This is the degree of barrister-at-law, in medisval 

Latin called oes ad legem, the lowest of the common 
Ww 


English law, ee ee ee 
its own dignities, barrister means a member of the bar, 
or practising legal professor, in contradistinection to. the. more. 


E 


extended community of the Inns. The title answers to the 
bacealaureus of the civil,law, but. is reck more honourable, 
The preliminaries and formalities for this to profession 
are, the followi Three times a year, at the beginning of the 
above-menti divisions of time, a solemn, ceremony is 
by each one of the four Inns.on its owm account, for the pur- 
pose of conferring the desired degrees. The candidate has oda 
viously to apply to the committee of his institution, to 
bring proofs of the fulfilment of the i His 
name must have been made known to the other Inns, and have 
been for at least a fortnight published in 
from £40 to £50 sterling is levied by 
the intended applicant belongs, and the State 
£50 upon the diploma, in the form of stamp: duty. If no 
obstacle succeeds, the ceremony follows as a matter of course, 
on the appointed day. The candidate is 
sembled society to rank of a barrister. 
new robe of office, and takes the oaths of allegi and 
macy, or another formula in the place of the if be oes 
not relong to had Church of England. e. Te cm 
rt is made from any quarter against ge | a 
parce chy an inquiry must at once take place: 
mining authority is the assembled Council of the Benchers, in 
‘its capacity of committee of the community. the 
candidate and the accuser, are heard by it, If they find the 
ground of opposition justified, they have to.refuse the admission 
to the rank, of a barrister. ‘The person. thus - 
ever, appeal to the fifteen judges, who, after hearing the. matte 
decide on the claim. The refusals, are, indeed, of very un- 
frequent occurrence; but there have been a few cases a. 
singularity is recorded with great gyn inthe books. 
ground of a denial can only be either a specialté 
with the calling of an ps Heri which must be wee! 
given up; or there must be some reproach directed poor 
candidate which affects his personal character. In how- 
ever, judges and benchers act with similar honourable conscien- 
tiousn 


ess, 
( Fo be continued.) 
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EQUITY. 


Puape Names axp MARES 
Braham v. Bustard, V. ©. W., tt W. BR. 1068. 

Perhaps there is no branch of the equitable jurisdiction 
| of the. Court of i i i 
has been more. closely 

by way. of restraint, with the use of trade 
From the time (Blanchard y. Hill, 2 Atk, 484, 
1742) when Lord Hardwicke expressed his judicial opinion, 
against. the interference of the ases, down 
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who were soap manufacturers, had introduced into the 
trade a comparatively new article, called “White Soft 
Soap,” and in order to distinguish it in the trade, they 
called it “The Excelsior White Soft Soap.” It was 
proved that the article had become known by this name, 
and that, in consequence of the demand raised for it in 
the trade, other manufacturers had begun to make white 
soft soap. Amongst these were the defendants, who, 
having been informed by one of the plaintiffs’ agents of 
the value of the article, and of its success under the name 
“ Excelsior,” had begun to make a similar article, and to 
sell it as “ Excelsior White Soft Soap.” The Vice-Chan- 
cellor gave the plaintiffs an injunction, on an interlocutory 
application, to restrain the defendants from selling their 
article of manufacture under that name. Now, although, 
as it will be seen by the report of this case, there was a 
strong element of breach of faith and misconduct in this 
particular case, the Vice-Chancellor did not base his judg- 
nient upon that circumstance, but took a much broader 
ground, and acted upon the principle that wherever a 
person engaged in trade introduces into the market a 
new article of manufacture by a fancy name, and the 
article acquires a reputation under that name, the Court 
will protect its use. It is impossible to over-rate the im- 
portance of this decision in checking the growth of com- 
mercial fraud. Everyone engaged in business is aware 
of the great difficulty of fixing a distinctive name on a 
new article, and also of the unscrupulous manner in 
which other persons engaged in the same trade, steering 
clear of a positive infringement of the new mark or title, 
yet contrive to deceive the public and gain advantage by 
such conduct. That this course of proceeding should, if 
possible, be checked by the law, is imperative. Fair com- 
petition the Court will never check; but wherever fraud ap- 
d in whatever light the adoption of a colourable 
imitation of another man’s name or mark may be 
in some commercial circles, it is denominated “fraud” 
by the Court of Chancery—there the Court will stretch 
forth its hand and interfere. It is objected to the ex- 
tension of the jurisdiction in this direction, that its effect 
is to give to persons a species of property which has all 
the qualities of a patent without its obligations and re- 
straints; and to some extent this objection holds good. 
It is true that an injunction to restrain the defendants 
from selling articles under a particular name or mark 
operates as a grant by the Court of Chancery to the 
plaintiff of the exclusive use of that name, and has the 


tion to restrain the use of a name or mark, can only 


monopolise the sale of the article by a particular name. 
In the latter case, fair competition in trade is in no way 





from; and we feel sure that such an exercise of the juris- 
diction of the Court will receive the approval of every 
honourable commercial man. 





REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


Correspondence. 
Conpitrons or SALE. 

In answer to the letter of your correspondent “ W. of W.,” 
in your number of last week, I would observe that the con- 
dition of sale discloses an equitable right in the purchaser to 
compel the production of the deeds; and this equitable right 
the purchaser is not bound to rely upon, but he may insist on 
the vendor’s entering into a valid covenant to produce the 
deeds themselves: Barclay v, Raine, 1 Sim. & Stu. 449 
The purchaser is also entitled to attested copies of the deeds 
at the expense of the vendor, there being (as far as “ W. of 
W.” has shown) no stipulation to the contrary in the con- 
ditions of sale. See Sugden or Dart on Vendors and Pur- 
chasers. A purchaser has a right to inspect deeds not de- 
livered to him, in any event, and the vendor must produce 
them for that purpose, whether he has covenanted to do so or 
not: Berry v. Young, 2 Esp. Ca. 640n. C. H. H. 

Sept. 17. 





COMMON LAW. 


Lanps CLauses ConsoLipaTion AcT—Lanps “ INJu- 
RIOUSLY AFFECTED.” 
Senior vy. The Metropolitan Railway Company, Ex., 11 
W. R. 836. 

The maxim of marine insurance, Causa prowima non 
remota spectatur, has but little operation outside the 
boundaries of our maritime code. It is very rarely ap- 
plied for the benefit of public companies, who, indeed, are 
not much favoured by arbitrators or jurors. These bodies, 
as a general rule, experience but little leniency in an esti- 
mation of the losses of the citizens whose premises may 
happen to be “injuriously affected” by them. In the 

t case, the obstructing of the thoroughfare leading 
to the plaintiff’s premises was held to entitle him to 
damages, his concern being thus “injuriously affected ” 
within the meaning of the 68th section of the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act, 8 & 9 Vict.c. 18. A similar 
decision was arrived at in Chamberlain v. The West End 
of London and Orystal Palace Railway Company, 10 
W. BR. 645. The principle of these cases is, that where an 
action would lie if the company had no statutory powers, 
there the par‘y injured is entitled to compensation. The 
use of a highway being of common right, the plaintiff in 
the present case would, no doubt, be entitled to damages 
for an obstruction thereof, even though he had no pro- 
perty in the land where the obstruction was made. The 
present case also decided a new point—viz., that the com- 
pany were not entitled to set off any benefit that resulted 
to the plaintiff by reason of the construction of their 
railway. This ruling appears to bear hardly upon rail- 
way companies, but, in point of law, it is unimpeach- 
able. The loss to the party whose premises are injuriously 
affected is incurred upon the obstruction being committed; 
his right in law, therefore, then accrues; and to this right 
the company cannot set off any advantage which they 
voluntarily, and not at the request of the party injured, 
confer upon him, 

ContRaéT—CONDITION PRECEDENT. 
Leahey v. Inweas, Ex. 0.,11 W. R. 889. 

It is often important to a party to a lawsuit that he 
is not the mover therein. In equity, indeed, the distinc- 
tion between a plaintiff and defendant, as such, 
tive of their relative merits, has been always distinctly 
observed; but in an action before a court of law, which 
does rot profess to enter upon very refined casuistry, the 
advantage of being a defendant is generally over 
And yet such a status is of the utmost importance in cases 
where the suit relates to a contract respecting which 
various acts were to be performed by both parties to it. 
The non-performance of the plaintiff’s part of the contract 
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will disqualify him from recovering, even though the de- 
fendant be likewise a defaulter in respect of his own duty, 
and e converso. Moreover, even if neither party can be 
considered to have been guilty of a breach of contract, 
yet if the contract cannot be proceeded with by reason of 
some unforeseen obstacle, the rights of a party may be- 
come affected by his assuming the character of a plaintiff. 
In such a case the deféndant may, in political phraseology, 
be said to be master of the situation. This phase of the 
relative status of suitors is very well elucidated by the 
present case. The plaintiffs (an engineer and a solicitor), 
after having agreed with the defendants (contractors), 
that they should pay the plaintiffs a certain sum in the 
event of the plaintiffs not obtaining a certain Act.of Par- 
liament sought by them, discontinued the proceedings 
with respect to the Act for want of funds, whereupon the 
defendants proceeded with it, and incurred costs exceed- 
ing the sum stipulated to be paid to the plaintiffs; the 
bill was then thrown out. In an action brought to re- 
cover the sum stipulated for, the Court held (affirming 
the decision of the Court of Common Pleas), that a plea 
embodying the above-stated facts was a good answer to 
the action. The agreement did not provide for all con- 
tingencies; and though the case of Van Sandau v. Browne, 
9 Bing. 403, conclusively establishes that an attorney can- 
not be compelled to proceed with a suit unless he is fur- 
nished with funds, yet here, as the plaintiffs did not con- 
tract as professional persons, they did not come within 
the rule in Van Sandau v. Browne. The plaintiffs were 
not entitled to recover, because the defendants were not 
. bound to supply the necessary funds. If the defendants 
: were plaintiffs in an action for breach of contract against 
, the plaintiffs, they would, we think, likewise fail in their 
suit; for there appears to have been no stipulation that 
the present plaintiffs were to coniinue expending money 
for the purpose of obtaining the Act, until it should be 
| either’ passed or rejected. The status of the parties, as 
plaintiffs or defendants, thus appears to be the sole cri- 
| terion of their legal merits, the original contract not hav- 
ing adequately provided for the relative rights of the par- 
ties in the contingency which arose. ; 


RaILway CoMPANY—COMPENSATION—PROVINCE OF 
JURY. 
In re Horrocks v. The Metropolitan Railway Company, 
Q.B., 11 W. RB. 910. 

In the case of Reg. v. The London and North-Western 
Railway Company, 3 BE. & B. 44, a question of a right of 
way was submitted to a compensation jury by the as- 
sessor, under section 60 of the Lands Clauses Consolidation 
Act. But the Court held that the province of the jury 
was merely to assess damages, and that they should as- 


- 


jured by such finding of the right of appeal, which would 
be a result that was not intended by the Legislature. 
way to test the question of right is by suitable plead- 
in an action on the finding of the jury. This fur- 
question was settled by the cases of Read v. Victoria 
ion and Pimlico Railway Company, 82 L. J. Ex. 167, 
and Reg. v. The London and North-Western Railway 


, ubi sup. The case of Mortimer v. The South 
Wales » 1 B, & B. 875, does not disprove the 


of which were assessed was (if the 
be excusable), a one—viz., aclaim for an injury 
resulting from the of the claimant’s premises 











is a right recognised by the law, and the jury ‘having 
found in general terms that the plaintiff was not injured, 
the Court held that the jury exceeded their jurisdiction in 
determining the question of right. This they should have 
assumed, and confined their attention to the question of 
damages. From a comparison of this decision with that 
in In re Penny v. The South-Eastern Railway Company, 
ubi sup., it follows that the jury may exercise judicial 
functions and decide questions of right in all cases where 
the right upon which the claim is founded has no place 


in our law. we 
LORD MAYOR'S COURT. 
(Before Russet, Gurney, Esq., the Recorder.) . 

Sept, 12.—Harrison v. Butler —This was a al motion 
of considerable importance. It arose out of a promissory note 
which had been given by an insolvent to prevent opposition on 
the part of his creditor, such note having found its way into 
the hands of an innocent holder, My the trial the jary 
found for the plaintiff, and: counsel the defendant. now 
moved oo Fp should be entered for his client, a 
contended that the promissory note in question was 
void. It appeared that the defendant, being insolvent, had 
taken the benefit of the Act at Portugal-street, and during the 
progress of the proceedings he was induced to accompany & 
person named Mundell (one of his creditors for £63) to a 
tavern in the immediate vicinity of the court, where the 
defendant signed a promissory note under the consideration 
that Mandell should not oppose him. It was urged on behalf 
of the defendant that he was not liable for this note, which 


was given in fraud of the other creditors, and was contrary to 
the policy of the law, and that notes of this kind are not only 
declared to be voidable, but are absolutely void; and the case 
of Goldsmith and Hampton, 27 L.J., was referred to. _The 
giving of the note in question was clearly a renewal of the 
old debt, which had already gone in accordance with. the 


provisions of the Insolvent Debtors’ Act. 


It was contended for the plaintiff that he was a bond fide 
and innocent holder of this bill, for which he had given value, 
It had been laid down by Mr. Justice. Byles that these notes 
were “ void unless taken innocently, and unless the holder was 
cognisant of the position of the parties.” If it was held that an 
innocent holder could not sue, there would. be 9 wide field 
opened up for fraud and collusion on the of those who 


a6 
FF 


made these notes. Such a course was clearly yg O 
policy of the law, and the plaintiff was entitled to 
verdict as it stood, 

The Recorper said—I am of opinion that the verdict 
remain for the plaintiff; and I quite agree with the 
counsel for the plaintiff that any other course would 
fraud and collusion. 

It was intimated that the case would be carried to the 


above, sanmiawe 
SESSIONS HOUSE, NEWINGTON. 


af 
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Sept. 16.—A case of much importance was tried to-day at 
the Sessions-house, Newington, wherein the t, Mr. 
Horine, sought compensation from the London, and 


Dover Company, for the loss of access to the garden in a square, 
part of which was taken by the company for their railway, 
although they did not take the house of which the complainant 
was lessee, and also for the damage to the value of the house 
by the substitution of arailway for a garden, and the noise 
smoke, and vibration caused by the running of the trains 
The plaintiff claimed £200; the defendants offered at the 
same time denying any liability for the nusiance - y 
ordinary conduct of their traffic. The counsel for the 
dentsinsisted that whece no aetion far denaguneuste Sanam 
for a nusiance no compensation could be awarded. 
counsel for the plaintiff Genial thin, ond peat 
prove the nuisance and damage done. jury gave their 
beer Set 4 . > aoe saul? he the 
en, and £75 jamage to the 
caused by the noise, smoke, and vibration of the trains 
ordinary working of the traffic. Should the counsel 
company be right in his law, the former 
will stand, the amount being £33 than the 
offered by the company, the complainant will 
whereas if the whole verdict is legal (which the —— 
have to try before a higher tribunal) the amount is 
excess of the amount offered, and the will suffer 
costs. Should railway companies be held im law linhleder 
“nuisance caused by the of 
iary working of the traffic,” every householder 
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understood to rule several others in the same square. 


GUILDHALL POLICE COURT. 

Sept 17.—Mr. Henchman, secr to the Metropolitan 
Railway Company, was summoned before Alderman Besley, 
Alderman Copeland, and Alderman agus under the Lands 
Clauses Consolidation Act of 1845, in order that a disputed 
claim for compensation might be heard and determined, as di- 
rected by the provisions of the Act. 

Mr. Lady, on the part of Mr. Elsasser, the occupier 
of No. 57, ican, stated that the Metropolitan Railway 
Company required his client's premises, and in May last gave 
him notice to that effect, wherenpon he made his claim for com- 
pensation, which was disputed. Although only a yearly tenant, 
he held an agreement for 12 months, dating from Christmas, 
1862, to Christmas, 1863, but as there was no stipulation with 
regard to notice he was entitled to hold the premises until 
Christmas, 1864, by which time six months’ notice from June 
in that year would expire. The items of the claim were:—£70 
for fixtures and repairs, £100 for loss of trade in having to re- 
move, and £10 for expenses of removal. 

Mr. Elsasser stated that he paid £10 on going into the house 
for fixtures that were not worth half-a-crown, that he expended 
£60 in other fixtures and repairs, that he let off apartments to 
the amount of £44 a year, and that he lived in a room at the 
back of the shop. He produced his book, showing his takings 
from day to day, from which it was apparent that his gross 
profits averaged £4 per week, and also produced receipts to 
show that he had expended the amount stated by his solicitor, 

Mr. George Fuller, of 18, Poultry, said he had great expe- 
rience as a railway surveyor, and was able to say it was the 
rule to allow one year’s profits as compensation in such cases. 

Mr. Burchell, the solicitor to the company, said he had no 
desire to dispute the facts as deposed to by Mr. Elsasser. The 
question was only one of amount. 

Alderman Bester said he should meet the justice of the 
ease by awarding £60 for fixtures, &c., £40 for loss of trade, 
and £5 for the ses of removal. 

Mr. Eady asked for costs. 

Mr. Burchell said the claim first sent in was £330; the 

y offered £60, and the complainant then reduced his 
claim to £150; so that the magistrates’ award had exactly 
split the difference between them. Under those circum- 
sana, he submitted it was not a case to order costs on either 
side, 

An order was made for the payment of £105 without costs, 
and for possession of the premises to be given in three weeks 
from the present date: 





BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


The following returns from the Accountant in Bankruptoy 
have recently been published, in accordance with an order of 
the House of Commons, on the motion of Mr. Murray :— 


Reverve and Exrexpirvne of the Court of Bankrurtcr 
* for the Years 1861 and 1862. 


























1961. 1862, 
an 
“Prior Oct. 12 oe : 
to to Total. Total. 
Oct. 11. Dec. 31 
£sa4) £ 8 ad) & w& 4, $.%4 
Salaries...seesses 43,783 14 8] 8,225 16 852,009 11 4/87, 8 3 
Compensations .. | 8,391 8 4} 7,883 17 616,275 5 10) 15,041 13 6 
ng 3,350.0 0} 716 13 4} 4,066.19 4] 6,900 @ @ 
of courts 
and offices...... 4383 2 8 a 4,883 2 8 5,725 17 4 
Bank remunera- t 
wevghaveo> 1,854 12 0) 2 — 1,854 12 0} 9,547 41 5 
rar of meet- 
ent ...... - oa _ 50 0 0 
¢ for pan- 
~ ais - oa o 1,413 3 @ 
Costs rosecu- 
es . 1,412 19 0} 4758 3 7 2,171 O F 347 5 8 
63,675 16 8) 17,584 9 1/81,260 5 9/119750 19 5 

















Tota Amount Received and Paid by the Banx of ENGLAND: 
on Account of the Accountant in Bayxgurtcy, in the 
Years 186\ and 1862, 


1861. 
rc ~ 
Received. | 





1862. 
~~ 





e SE. 


Received. 


pr 


Paid. 
off are %F 


Maximum and Minimum Barances in the Bang of ENGLAND 
standing to the Credit of the AccounrayT in BANKRUPTCY, 
in each Month of the Years 1861 and 1862. 


r named 


Paid. 





£ s. d, £ s. d. £ 6. 4, 
1,353,080 10 7 | 1,246,961 1 1 792,992 7 } 




















1861. ee 
Month. Ps a ny “~ > 
2 Maximum) Minimum | Maximum} Minimum 
"| £192,823 | £99,182 | 212,007 | £76,726. 
te7,110 | “197/558 |” 200,644 ghee} 
134,305 55,062 Lr gbe 84,606 
60,661 |  43,896.| 127 104 
72,489 | 51,292 19, 238 
erro | asast | genase}, 6a 
M7, 
faa] fal | Haag) ae 
184,579 501 609 | 26,588 
155,798 87,975 | 75,894 38,552 
103,106 | 49,269 | 68,859 | 55,768 
ceneeaeteseannent 217484 |. 47,119 | 68,980] 57,896 




















Torat Amount ofr RemunpRAtion paid to the Bank of 
EN@LAND for each of the years 186] and 1862. 
For 1861... eos om £2,547 11 5 
For 1862 nee eee eee one 1,931 19 10 
By a Lord Chancellor's order, dated the 8th of A 


1845, it was directed that the remuneration to the Bank o 
E should be focording to the following scale, viz. :— 
mn sums paid for dividends, at the rate of one-quarter per 


cent, 

On sums paid by orders of court, &e., at the rate of one- 
eighth per cent. 

On gums paid for salaries, expenses, &¢., at the rate of one- 
eighth per cent. : 

On sums paid tg ere rate of one-sixteenth 





per cent. HARD CLARKE, 
The Accountant in Bankryptey. 
GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 
Parish REcisTers. 

Reading the interesting article on “ The Probate Registers” 
in your late number of the Solicitors’ Joureal, in which the 
systematic arrangement of the wills at Doctors’commons 
forcibly reminded of another kindred 
viz., the Parish . 
cates of have from 
are now, annually transmitted to the 

A few years 

on wh 
pee I eng I should 
haif a dozen 
to the locality 





* REVENUE. 
1861. 1962. 
"Prior Oct. 12 a ; 
to to Total, Total, 
October 11.| Dec, 31. 
é ep BOA Bite ly, Bt elqenS cect 
Toland Revcows, 16498 6 4) 6,276 14 8)22,875 1 0] 38,943 4 5 
Interest om stock,. | 35,846 13 8| 10,574 2 4/46,490 16 0/4466: 1 68 
Official assignees, 
fees | 20,820 15 10, 4,076 17 6\ 33,897 18 4) 6,869 11 0 
Gakfrgerer e300 sso nee 
atl 
. -aabeee 1000 @ 0 a 1000 0 0 —_ 
ocesegeons - _ - 6 7 1 
Paymaster Gene- 
Fal for salaries. . ~ _ -- 6600 16 8 
a ore 
CW rz) 60 
oui te: 
vent 
COME ecoceesene - bos of Fa 259 3 0 
21927 14 «6104220 13 4)124584 9 6 
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bandle of parchment and paper sorolls and books was 
brought, tied up in one heterogeneous mass, This was 
untied for me. I began first to make a 

arrangement of the documents; but when, having ac- 
complished this, I- found some years missing, parts 
of the residue defaced by mice and damp, and mixed 
up with parish A. odd years of-some other parish, there 
was at once an end of any satisfactory search. I do not 
mention this state of things as peculiar to Chester, for I be- 
lieve it is not so. If these documents, accumulated in the 
different Diocesan Registries, were kept at all like the wills at 
Doctors’-commons, and with alphabetical indexes, of what 
great value would they be, not only to the profession, but to 
the genealogist and the antiquarian! whereas in their present 


“state they are worthless. If public documents are kept in 


a state practically useless, we might. as well be without ; 

and, as regards the parish registers, the annual expense of 

making and transmitting copies to the registries would be rom 
Sept. 14, . 


Status of Manacine CLERKS. 
Your correspondent, “W. of W.,” appears to me to have 





~ misunderstood the complaints of the managing clerks. 


In the first place, he speaks about the managing clerks and 
their sympathisers, complaining of the injustice and absurdity 
of their being, “in common with the rest of the world, sub- 
jected to the ordeal of the preliminary examination.” Either 
your correspondent has misread the letters of the managing 
clerks, or he is ignorant of the facts; for it is this very 
fact, that the rest of the world are not all subject to the exa- 
mination, of which the managing clerks complain. Several 
exceptions are made to the preliminary examination; and al- 
though the managing clerks are put by the Legislature in the 
same position as the university graduate,they are not exempted 
from the preliminary examination as he is. 

“W. of W.” seems to think it unfair that the man who has 
been obtaining his livelihood as a managing clerk for some 
years, should be able (as he formerly was) to enter the 
fession on equal terms with the man who did not leave sc 
until he was, perhaps, twenty-one; and why not? There 
seems to me no reason why service in a solicitor’s office should 
be a barrier to becoming a solicitor, but,’on the contrary, I 
think every facility should be afforded to the clerk who really 
does the work to become a principal. an 

Supposing any preliminary examination to be desirable (and 
which I do not admit—at all events as regards managing clerks, 
who must be men of education), it is quite clear that the pre- 
sent one is absurd. ‘To make admission into the profession 
dependent upon being able to answer catch questions in 
grammar or arithmetic, or on the conjugation of Latin verbs, 
or a translation of Horace or Cicero, or some French or German 
author, combined with a knowledge of the mountains or rivers 
of Europe, or of the different historical events from William 
the Conqueror, and various other useless subjects, as far as 
professional sompetener is concerned, is quite an absurdity. 

What is wanted is, that the managing clerks should combine 
together in some active steps to obtain the justice which their 
case demands; and if the correspondence which has appeared 
in your journal should lead to such a combination, the manag- 
ing clerks will have reason to be grateful for your kindness in 
having inserted it. C. or C, 

Sept. 14th. 


T ask leave to say a fow words as to the siafus of managing 
clerks. This subject has now for several weeks ~- rise to 
a good deal of correspondence in your journal. It is one, I 
think, of somewhat more importance than at first sight it may 
be su; to possess. A considerable portion—if not the 
ehiof—of the law business of this country is conducted by 
‘managing. clerks.” This being the case, as is well known, 
let us inquire into their qualifications. The public’ as well as 
the profession have an interest in this question, 

What is a “managing clerk?” It is necessary, as I feel, to 
define the true meaning of this designation, The persons en- 
titled to: this description are clerks who conduct their principal's 
business without oversight or assistance. It must, I think, be 
admitted that this designation is Seapeetip assumed 
who have no right to it. The managing clerks of this country 
are, as a body, well-educated men, and they could not sustain 
their position without being so Some of them, to my know- 
edge, are well versed in the learned languages, and in the arts 
and sciences. Not a few of them have minds of a high order, 
hpi equal to many members of the bar for 

is no exaggerated description of this class of ’ 











o Jow, it will, I.think, be self-evident that a den panne’. qn 
fication in 2 Th Leen tonae 


is deserving of notice. 
statute 23 & 24 Viet. c. 127, has put clerks on 8 
with graduates at a university. To draw no distinction 
een “ m clerks ” and what are called raw youths 
is obvious folly. has long been my impression that 
istry of managing clerks would be usefal, and T still think 
so. If I recollect correctly, I suggested this several years 
ago in the Legal Observer, the late Mr. A’ Beckett coinciding 
with my views. This is, I think, a convenient opportunity to 
renew the suggestion, which with your nission I now do. 
But, notwithstanding the qualifications of managing cler! 
are fully adequate to their position—though but badly re- 
munerated—a “preliminary examination” is obj 
This would have the effect of sending these gentlemen back 
to school on many matters of detail, which, after all, are of 
little importance. Few men could pass such an examination 
even five years after they bad left school, owing, no doubt, to 
the pte imperfect modes of education. As the branches 
of education get simplified, and the book is dropped, 
lasting impressions will be the consequence. = 
ledge is skilfully im , and it is understood, it is as diffi- 
cult - forget it as it is under present circumstances to re- 
tain it. 


e 


J. Curvernouse. 





Lease—Derectiye CoyeNnast TO Pay Rent anp Herrors. 
In a lease of a co’ for a tae lhe: eo de- 
terminable on lives, ediately after the jum is the 
following defective covenant :— 
“ And the said W. F., for himself, his exeentors, adminis- 
trators, and assigns, in manner following; that is to say, that 
he, the said W. F., his executors, administrators, and 


hereby 
pay to the said 8. D. Se, he hale oat Se oe 
rents and heriots hereinbefore reserved on the days and in the 
manner hereinbefore mentioned.” 

This is evidently meant for a covenant for the payment of 
the rent and heriots, but the covenanting part is omitted. This 
being so, I shall be glad if some of your readers ‘will kindly 
tell me if this is a valid covenant either at law or in K 

Sept. 16. PS 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. J. Connor, Barrister-at-Law, has been appointed Coroner 
of Bombay, in the room of Dr, R. T. Reid, resigned. 








FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 


FRANCE. 
IntTBRNATIONAL Law,—Rigats oF BELLIGERENTS. 
Pint guptnar ger ere eefieren es yon 
a tin a case in whi i was 
of federats cruisers. The question 


but vessels of the enemy, trals; and 
Seca creat tenis Ta empl tn 
difference between a privateer and « Tt admits 
that if the Congress of Paris of the 30th of. Ma 1836, has 
abolished privateoring and letters of marque, its 

are not applicable to the States of the Ameraican | 

did not agree to the convention, and desired to 

advantage of the ohd traditions of maritime war. 
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finally, that the Alabama, strictly speaking, has not exceeded 
its belligerent rights nor incurred the reproach of piracy. 
Le Nord, in reporting this judgment, remarks on the total 
ontission from it of any reference to the most delicate side of 
the international question—the circumstance that the Alabama 
and Florida have not submitted their captures to the decision 
of @ prize court, acoording to the received “invariable rule,” 
but have constituted themselves judges, and appropriated, of 
their own authority, goods seized on board Northern merchant- 
men. 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


MEETINGS. 
Scorrish Centrat Ramway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 14th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 5% per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 

GLascow AND Soutu-WEsTERN Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 9th 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 

Great LuxempBoure RaILway, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
17th inst., a dividend of 73 francs or 6s. per share was declared 
for the past half-year. ; 





PROJECTED COMPANIES. 
Tue Star anp Garter Horet Company (Lumrep), 
RICHMOND, SURREY. 
ital, £120,000, in 12,000 shares of £10 each. 

Solici ‘Messrs. Marchant & Pead, 30, Great George- 
street, Westminster. 

This company has been formed for the purpose of purchas- 
ine Se pepeaniee of the present “ Star and Garter,” and erect- 
ing on the site thereof an hotel affording superior accommoda- 

n. ——— 

Notwithstanding that the West pope a: case has created a 
certain uneasiness with regard to railway debentures, the 
great railway np, soa continue to raise very large sums on 
such securities at lower rates of interest. Thus at the close 
of 1861, the Caledonian had £200 outstanding at 5 per cent., 
£10,000 at 4 per cent., £16,163 at 44 per cent., £152,864 at 
44 per cent., £2,130,826 at 4 per cent., £34,280 at 3% per 
cent., and £134,379 at 34 per cent. A year later, that is at 
the end of 1862, the company had £200 outstanding at 5 per 
cent., £1,000- at 44 per cent., £152,364 at 44 per cent., 
£2,181,494 at 4 per cent., £43,932 at 33 per cent., and 
£98,702 at 3} per cent. The amount thet by debenture 
stock had also increased from £27,075 at the close of 1861 
to £45,960 at the close of 1862. The Great Northern 
at the close of 1861 had £634,353 outstanding at 4} 
per cent, £204,038 at 4} per cent., £461,769 at 4 per 
cent., £144,115 at 3% per cent., and £27,570 at 33 
fash cent, At the close of 1862 the 4} per cent. loans 

been entirely paid off, but £498,633 remained out- 
standing at 44 per cent., £446,542 at 4 per cent., £107,115 at 
34 per cent., £27,950 at 3} on cent., and £12,400 had been 
at 5 percent. The amount raised by debenture 

stock had increased from £1,822,272 at the close of 1861, to 
£2 323,769 at the close of 1862. The Great Western does 
not yet appear tohave made any attempt to issue debenture 
but it bad an immense amount of outstanding even 
before the passing of the recent Act amalgamating the West Mid- 
land and ales with the old parent undertaking, At 
the close of 1861 this company had £211,107 ow at 
3} per cent., £3,800 at 32 per cent., £1,126,041 at 4 per cent.* 
£1,974,658 at 4} per cent., £3,267,043 at 44 per cent., 
£195,214 at 4% per cent., and £1,121,560 at 5 per cent. At 
the close of 1862 the ing totals were, £59,600 at 34 
per cent., £203,800 at 34 per cent., £619,354 at 4 per cent., 
£3,365A72 at 44 per cent., £2,903,545 at 4} per cent., 
£108,400 at 44 per cent., and £950,258 at 5 per cent. The 
loans ou in the case of the Lancashire and 


at 5 per cent., £127,640 at 44 per te, 

4h per cent., £944,854 at 43 per cent. £2,716,896 at 
4 per cent., £1,500 at 3% per cent., £71,760 at 34 
£14,500 at 3h per cont. At the close 


and 
1862 there was £100,200 outstanding at 5 te, 
pe ee er , £192,248 at 44 por cont,,-£949,606 
at 44 per cont,, £2,822,090 at 4 per cent., £1,600 at 3§ per 








cent., £78,690 at 3¢ per cont., and £2,500 at 34 per cent. No 
debenture had been raised at the close of 1862, £419,741 
was taken up at 4 per cent. in 1861, while £1,500 has also been 
funded at 34 per cent. 





A lady named Ellen Teresa M’Donagh, in a recent letter to 
the Tuam Herald, describes an interesting episode in the life 
of Lord Chancellor Plunket. The lady’s father was plaintiff 
in a tedious Chancery suit, and Lord Plunket, then Attorney- 
General, was his leading counsel, “On the third day of the 
final hearing,” she says, ‘‘ I walked into the court. I was then 
very young, and buoyed up with wild enthusiasm of effer- 
vescent spirits. I listened for a short time to one of the 
opposing counsel, who was addressing the Court on behalf of 
the defendants, and without a moment’s reflection or prepara- 
tion I took from my pocket a small cross, which I grasped in 
my right hand, and with the words ‘In hoc signo vinces’ on 
my lips, I stood up and solicited the honour of being heard for 
a few moments. The Court, the Bar, and all were taken as 
if by electricity; the honour I sought for was at once acceded 
to me, in a sweet, mild voice from the bench, from the lips of a 
thin, delicate man (Lord Manners). I was the un- 
varnished tale in so telling a manner, that one of the dants 
urged on counsel to compel me to sit down. ‘You shall not, 
replied Mr. Plunket, ‘you would do a disgraceful act; the 
lady must be heard out; and, sure enough, I was heard out 
At the conclusion of my address my head reeled, my eyes swam, 
and the scene before me was chaos. On leaving the gallery 
whence I addressed the Court I was met by counsel, who told 
me a decree was pronounced in my father’s favour, and that 
the Attorney-General wished to see me at his house the next 
morning. Next morning I was soon on my way to Stephen’s- 
green, where the Inte ‘Lord Plunket then resided, I was 
speedily in presence of the Pope and good man, who jocosely 
complimented me on my débit at the bar, handed me back his 
fee of £10 10s., and told me ‘should I ever require a friend in 
court, to call on him,’ My reply was, ‘God bless you, sir, I 
hope I shall soon see you Lord Chancellor.’ He sailed that 
day for England, and when next he was in court it was as 
Lord Chancellor of Ireland.” 


The annual account of the county rates of England and 
Wales shows that in 1862 they were assessed on £73,975,962. 


This amount increases year by year; four years before it was 


but £65,207,286. The sum of £1,322,156 was raised by 
county and police rates in the year ending at Michaelmas, 1862; 
the Treasury allowance was £239,472; other receipts amounted 
to £276,275. The expenditure on rural police was £573,174; 
on gaols, £341,052; on prosecutions, £130,709; on conveyance 
of prisoners and transports, £21,594; on shire halls, &c., 
£20,805; on lunatic ums (including building), £107,663; 
on the maintenance of pauper lunatics, £35,567; on county 
bridges, £54,641; clerks of the peace, £45,654; coroners, 
£55,643; inspectors of weights, &c., £9,839. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGE, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
FOSTER—On a at Lee, Mary, the wife of Charles J. Foster, Esq. 


LL.D., of a q 
WILLIAMSON—On Sept. 13, at 1, West-hill-terrace, 8t. Leonard’s-on- 
Sea, the wife of Octavius J. Williamson, Esq., -at-Law, of a 


daughter. 
MARRIAGE. 
MORRIS—SHELDON—On Sept. 12, at St. Pancras Church, James Morris, 
Esq., of 14, Gresham-street, City, to Mary, widow of the late Thomas 


’ “ ’ ° 


son 
Avaizon, Lord Cbiet Baron of the Overt Exe in Scotland. 
PENNEFATHER—On Sept. 6, at st. Columba's Arthur wu. 
* aged eldest son ward Pennefa oT 
po NO 6, izwilliam place, ‘Hublin, and Rathsalla, co, Wicklow, 
and grandson of the late Chief Justice. 





HEIRS AT LAW AND NEXT OF KIN. 


(Advertized in the London Gasette.) 


Mant, late of Mold, in the county of Flint, Spinster. Next of kin. 
Micwis 2, Hughes, V.0. Stuart. gre 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
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per 
ties, dying intestate 
and without issue,—Sold for £205, 
Sept. 14.—By Mr. Warrrinenam. 
Freehold residence, known as Grove House, Acton, Middlesex, with coach- 
house, stabling, &c.—Sold for £1,660. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fawary, Sept. 11, 1863. 
Allen, John, > gee Park-rd, Bow, Paper Stainer. Oct 26. Bris- 


Josep, Brighton, Nov 12, Attree & Co, Brighton: 
Cooper, David Hy, Spalford, Nottingham, Gent, Oct 25. Broadbent & 
mr 


Pate, Collingham, 
Cowe!l, Daniel, Martley, Sag ay {Oct 31. A gy Worcester. 
Brighton, Esq. Nov 11. 


Cottage, Bootle, nr Lpool, Master Mariner. 
’s Office, Somerset House, Gent. Dec 1. 


Moore, Joseph, Lincoln, Gent, Nov 1. Moore, Lincoln, 
Nazar, — Calcutta, Gent. Nov 9. Graham & Lyde, Mitre-ct Cham- 


bers, Tem 

— » Ely-pl, Hoiborn, Solicitor, Dec 10. Hewitt, Ely- 
P 

Shanazar, Nazar, Moorshedabad, East Indies, Merchant. Nov 9. Graham 
& L Mitre-ct Chambers, Tem 


Stephenson, Hy Jas. Oct 14, i ‘Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Verity, Richard, Cardiff, Ship Chandler. Dec 1. Ingledew, Cardiff. 


Torspay, Sept. 15, 1863. 


Bullen, Rev John, ap em Cambridge, Clerk. Nov 10, Kitcheners & ; 


Fenn, Newmarket, re, 
bcm Wm, Marske, York, wright, Oct 10. Weatherill, Gains- 


Harley, Geo, Lincoln, Merchant. Novi. Tweed, Lincoln. 
on amar ae -st, Blackfriars, Publican. Nov 20, Paddison, 
Yew 
Tulley, Wm, ree 13, Grey’s-ter, Dover-rd, Southwark, Egg Merchant, 
Nov 15. Hudson, Fenchurch-buil 
Tye = North Bank, Regent’s Park, Esq. Nov 5, Cooke, Ser- 
ts’-inn, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuxspay, Sept. 15, 1863. 
dae, Boxmoor, Herts, Surgeon. Novil. Davis v. Davis, V. C. 
ti 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 


BRE rng engi 1863. 
Aked, Robt, t, and Edw Fenton, Pernambuco, Brazil, 
Merchant. May Far 


Comp. 
Aen Walter, Botolph-! yg Some Merchant. Sept 1, Cony. 


Armstrong, Edwin Montague, Bentsbrook Farm, tenet, Dorking, At- 
torney’s Clerk. Aug i4. Comp, Reg Sept til. 
——_ Wm, St Thomas's-ter, Southwark, Gent. Aug 27. Cony. Reg 


Sept 
Cocks, Wm, Woolwich, Baker. Aug 26. Ome. mgs Se; 
Dearden, Edw, Sheffield, Grocer. Sept 5. bg in 
Eunson, Jeremiah, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, China vg Mang Aug 12, Asst, 


Reg Sept 8. 
Harris, am Harrow-rd, Paddington, Tailor. Sept 5. Asst. Reg 
Sept 10. 
Medes, John, Frome Selwood, Somerset, Bookseller. Aug 12. Asst. Reg 
8. 
Hooke Fredk, Nottingham, oy Sept 4. 9. 
Hunt, J Montague-pl, St George's, Bloom, TS rting House 


Keeper. om Arrngmnat. Reg Sept 
and Thos Jackson, Birkenhead, Builders. Aug 22. Conv. 


Jackson, siniasian Grocer, Aug 20. Asst. «Reg Sept 9. 

roam John, Lpool, Joiner and Builder. Aug 12, Asst, Reg Sept 9. 
in, Walter, Birm, Laceman. Ass | - p. Sept 9. 

tanga, The Le Thos, Tailor, A Asst. Reg 9. 

M South rind, Peddingtons "s Agent. 

Aug 20, "20, ‘Anat, roy te 
et. . Thos Eliott, Gower, Glamorgan, Grocer, Aug 20. Comp. Reg 
Newton, Wm Wm \ qe mtteat Manch, Commission Agent. Aug 27. Conv. 


pent ia caw Ross, Hereford, Chemist. Aug 18. Asst. Bag Sans * 
P Hy Jos, ‘Gloucester- Hodusiones, Clerk in 


sans Wm, oment, Aug A a tag Bop 8 5, Comp. Reg 


a Walter, Bg bab oo ane 8. Conv. Reg Sept * 
ton, Ebenezer, onger, Aug i4. Asst, Reg 
Wate, ohn Harrison, vownhey ai, Lineearepers Aug Sc Ams te 
walkers Jos, and Rochford Steel Walker, Hudderafield, Yarn Spinners. 
Aug 25, Asst, Reg Sept 8. 
TuxepaY, Sept, 15, 1863, 
Bennett, Josse, Sunderland, Ship Chandler, Aug 20. Cony. Reg Sept i4. 





Orton, J Coleshill, W: * be 

Reger Ja Deaece Wana Becks, Betcher. Aug te 

ay TN Godley, Chester, Cotton Manufacturer, Aug 17. Cony. 
a eee ie. w, Tranmere, Birkenhead, Ironmenger, Sept!. Cony. Reg 


23 at 12, ” Wetherfield, Pe 

12, Wether, Moargate a Pet Sept 8. Sept 23 at 
Calvert, Thos Lister, Ed . 
Sere tbat Seuken Dockaahlione Wholesale Milliner. Pet Sépt 9. 
Pelt, FU Bn ae Pet Sept 8. Sept 23 at 12. 
Dickson, Lothian ter, Hyde-park. wi 
tenani-Colonel Pet Sept 2. pag at ny tpn mer 
Gambell, John, Denmark-ter , Coldharbonr-lane, Camberwell, Clerk. Pet 
Sept 7. Sept 23 at 11. “Hinghes & Go, St Svithia' ane 

“Alfred, Great Windmill-st, Haymarket, Butcher. Pet Sept 2. 
cree, roe, stage pr, Wale Pet Sept 9. Sept 24 at 
19.’ Ken raggn Begg ee en 3 
Halahan, Peter po Anse» reine ee Pet 

9. Sept 23 at 2, Holborn. 
Hu John, Sealey- Tondepl’ Middix, Cab Driver Pet Sept 8. 
ee Stal a seeeraaen Fo Se Oe 
23 at 2. Wright, Bl heats Bake 
Bon Ho gel end Pet Aug 6. Sept 23at U1. 
King, Chon, Greve teed Gietone “Pet Sept 9 24 at li. King 
idaeen ba 5 a rm 
Lambert, eget Seve at ae ay ot eye! 

Pet ope Se Sept 23 at 11. Sich trz mee 

Mash Jas, teh ab Clements, Oxford, Sept 
23 atl. Lemay nc nme ee neg 
Melladew, Thos, and Edw Melladew, Mark-| Merchants. Pet Sept 8 
Sept 23 at 12. Thomas & Hollams, Mincing- 
ny meg oe remem mance Pet Sept 7. Sept 23 at 

Hare, Basinghall-st. 
tesvinn, Aiiade Bias Toon, Shaniennen, ec abies Pet Sept 9. Sept 
23 at 2. Solomon, ~pl. 
Palmer, Wm Taverner, York-pl, Manor-st, Old Kent--rd, Commercial 
Traveller. Pet Sept 8. Sept 23 at |. N Lombard-st. 
Pritchett, Robt Taylor, Chamber-street, "s-fields, Gun Manufac- 


Pet 7. 23.at 12. Cooke, King-st, 
Prothero, Thos "Dax, Seeman vitie, 


Stafford-chambers, Stafford-st, Marylebone- 
yn te ogee Rata Pet Sept Sept 24 at i. 
Bread-s' 


wrence & 
Russell, Robt, t, Lancaster-rd West, Notting hill, Middix, Builder. Pet Sept 


ts 


2 at il. Orchard, Joh: 
Sanders,’ Thon Hoiywelhtane real Confectioner. Pet Sept 9. 
Sept 24 at 11, Keene, Lower Thames-st. 
Theedam, Chas, Stow Essex, Farmer, Pet Sept’. Sept 23 at 


and 
Northampton, Maltster. Pet Sept 8. Sept 22 at 


lisen, 'aom Upper Chapman-st, Commercial, Widow, Pet SeptS. - 
bat amy yy Wetherfield, Moorgate-st. 
To Surrender in the Country, 
Ansell, Hy Simon, Cross , Coventry, Clothier. Pet Sept 9. Co- 


aah cabaret paar 


arcing, Way Mouton," 
Webb, aston. 


10.30. x 
Butler, Thos, Gloucester, eS 
age Pet Sept 5. Cheltenham, Jessop, Chelten- 

am. 

Chatwink, Jche Won, Livergost, Visqusltan. age Lpool, Sept 35 

F Cooke: Mart’ Thos’ Oherkes Middix, Jeweller, Pot Apri 8. 
Birm, Sept 21 at 12. Chidley Guidioy, Cid dewey ; 


Hodgson & 

John, poly, tome, Ede ik Denn tet 
25 at 12. Leech, Derby. 

Oren, Bae, ee , Lincoln, Grocer. Pet Sept 5. Caistor, Sept 24 at 

ogame | Pot Sept 8. Leicester, Sept 26 at 10.20, 
Ome ‘Amelia, Bristol, Widow, Adj Sept 5 (for pau), Bristol, Oot 2 at 
per, eld, Suk Manufacturer. Pot Sept T. Manch, Supt 
at 12, er 


Ce oes, Se Carpenter, Pet Sept 7, Bristel, Oct 2a 1g, 
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Coiba fot a Armee a ee 


Eipeee, Reehenl orcester, Bricklayer. Pet Sept 9. Redditch, 
ay a es, Vhong 
Davis, Robt, Birm, Milk Seller. Pet Sept 5 (for pau). Birm, Sept 25 at 12, 
oe Pa hite tas tek Livery-stable Keeper. Pet Sept 8. 
5 22 a 

Drumm: Thos Halliday, Birkenhead, ; Stationer. Pet Sept 4. Birken- 
Pet Sept 3. Huddersfield, 
ernie . Pet Sept 9. East 

cates 
sas Medi Hair Dresser, Pet Sept 7. Salford, 
Derby, Grocer. Pet Sept 7. 


Sheffield, 


Hy, Stoney Middleton, ii 
, Sept 22 at 12. Neale, Mati 
Razor Blade Forger. Pet Sept 10. 
rae of business. Pet Sept 9. 
we * 
— Hy, Walsall, Grocer. Pet Sept 9. Birm, Sept 29 at 12. Wilkinson, 
Pelsail, ter. Pet t9. Birm, 28 at 12. 
Hand, Hy, = 9 Setant, Gogen Sep Sept 
Thos, Derby, Tailor. Pet Aug 20. Sept 25 at 12. Leech, 
H 30 G Derby, Milk Dealer. Pet Sept 8. Chapel- 
500 Sn, Chet, Ge leneep, | Ys pt 


Frith, Sept 22 at 10. ee a 
Jennings, Alexander, Birm, Electro Plate Manufacturer. Pet Sept 7. 
Fie boot Be at 10. Allen, Birm. 

Dealer in Jewellery. Adj 


wrence, Chas, Wm, 
Le Corwen). Bristol, Oct 2 at 12. Brittan. 
rae 's, Lancaster, Ale Dealer. Pet Sept 8. Lpool, Sepf 25 
ati 


Deaalens ot Helen's. 
—_ Waterbeach, a Builder. Pet Sept 5. Cambridge, 
Oct 3 at 12.30. Whitehead & French, Camb: 
i, See out of business. Pet, Wolverhampton, Sept 28 at 
Mattey, Hy, Leominster, Hereford, Painter. Pet Sept 9. Birm, Sept 25 
, Leicester, Gardener. Pet Ang 12. Derby, Sept 
one % 1g. Leech, Derby. 
filds, Handsworth, Stafford, Coal Merchant. Pet Sept 
ote deate aan James & Co, Birm. 
oe Victualler, Pet Bent 1. Brighton, Sept 30 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


; Nathaniel, Longe, ere. at oe oy Pet 7 
Trent, Sept 25 at il. Edmund i ia Temata, 


Manufacturer. Pet Sept 7. 
Pet Sept 2. St Alban’s, Sept 26 at 
ork, Manufacturer. Pet Aug 25. 


john Shorthouse, Birm, Powder Flask 
went ae ale. mh eh my 
Geo, % Maker. 


Alban’s, Boot 
Lye weg ge chen 
Huddersfield, rem - Aig oNestenseld. 
a, Pm Fi — Mercliant’s Clerk. Pet 
Shaw, Hiram Hy, Nottingham, Auctioneer Pet Sept 10, Nottingham, 
Birm, Sept 28 at 
"pendown, lnie of °W Clerk in the W. Department. 
es ecen eeeinalll teen ve 
is Haywed, Draper's Assistant. ‘Aug 31. Derby, 
Manch, Rope Maker. | . Warrington, Sept 23 
Sicbaeee, © i rs fegpee« ag r 
Feslem, dept 25 ot 18. Plant, Preston. - . on 
sy ~~ neeedaeneaeed Pet Sept 9. Sheffield, Sept 20 at 2. 
gg oy to Pet Sept 9. ned 
aries Setar in Hodge & Harle, Neweastie-upon- 
|, Derby, Farmer. Ad) Ang 20, Wastong, Sept 19 


Bene =e 15, 1863. 
‘o Surrender in London. 


sp atrat arin Warehouseman. Pet Sept 
ermavary, Biller 


. Pet Sept 8 (for pau). 
King’s Arme-t, Pnsbary, Pater. Pet Sept (for pau). 
Lovie, Kent, of no vuliintts, Widow. Per Sept 10 (for 
Devomstire-pl, LAgware-rd, of no basiness. Spinster. Pet 


at ii. Aldridge. 
kee * hent, Format, Pet Sept 16. Sept 25 at 


Sox am Parise ing Pet Regt & (tor pan). 
, Ot ot tunaiens, Pet Sept 12. 
ee erie evans 
ee ek 


Dealer, Per Seyt ii. Sept % 
oe Pet Sept il, Sept ati. Linklaters 
p Vorest 111, fahdier, . ° 
Spee Kent, Pet Sept 12. Sept 25 at 2 
tet, Commercal-r4 Vast, Carpenter. Pet 


or a a 
UE aE AR, sarap, bon 


R Qe 
rh 


giatet 
shee 


ry 
a 


ey 





eeten, Absalom go ear aaa Appraiser, Pet Sept 12. Sépe Sept 
Shingte, Adam _Jubilee-st, C Commereial-rd East, Carpenter. Pet Sept 


, Basinghall-st. 
Aw th cen) , New-sq, Minories, Clerk. Pet Sept 9 (for pan). Sept 
a 
Smith, Geo, Johnson, Notting-hill, Painter. Pet Sept 11. Sept 25 at 1, 
Hare, Basinghall-st. 
Adj Sept 9, 


Thomas, Rebecca becca, London House, Walthamstow, Spinster. 
Sept 21 at 12. ‘Aldridge. 
Tuck, Wm, Holt, Norfolk, we Pet Sept 10. Sept 25 at 1. Doyle, © 
Verulam-buildings, for ‘Sada, Ni 
Watkins, John Eames, Hampden- Bt, iy Hartow-ra, out of business. Pet Sept 
11, Sept 25 at 12. Silvester, Great 
Williams, Fredk Geo, Rose-lane, Ratcliff, Wine 5 Pet Sept 9. Sept 
25 atll. Webster, Tokenhouse- yard. 
Willmott, Wm Ballard, Coal Merchant. Pet Sept 12. Sept 25 at 2, 
» Basinghall-st. 
To Surrender in the Country. “ 
Andrew, Hy, St Ives, Cornwall, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 12, Exeter, Sept — 
30 at 12, Exeter. 5 
Jas, and Jas Barton, jun, Crickhowell, Brecon, Cattle Salesmen. 
Pet Sept 12. Crickhowell, Sept 24 at 12. Lewis, Crickhowell. 
Belle Vue-rd, Leek, Timber Dealer. Pet Sept 10. Leek, 
Sept 25 at Ll. ith, Leek. 


8mi 
Oe aan , Jas, hese Birm, Shopkeeper. Pet Sept 1 (for pau). Birm, 
Butler, Ty, Derlaston, ost of business. Pet SeptS. Dudley, Sept 24at 


10, Slater, Darlaston. 
Crinage, Michael Nottingham, out of bs gp Pet Sept 12, Notting 
s os, Birm, Jeweller. Pet Sept 1 (for pau). Birm, Sept2a ” 
at 10. 


ham, aed wd. i. Ashwell, Nottingh 
, Alfred, No: etinn , Baker. Pet Sept 10. Northampton, Sept 
96 at 10. sheild & W & White, Northampton. 
Earp, Chas, and Robert Bostock, Hinckley, Leicester, Hosiery me ge 
turers. Pet Sept 7. Birm, Sept 28 at 12. Preston, Hinckley, and 


Reece, Birm. 
Garterth, Hy Sagar, Bradford, Butcher. Pet Sept 11. Bradford, Oct 8 at 


10.30, Hutchinson, Bradford. 
Gorton, Chas Smith, North Moor, Oldham, Painter. Pet Sept5. Oldham, — 
24 at i2. Lowe, Oldham : 
Heap, Wm, Huddersfield, Cotton Waste Dealer. Pet ll. Leeds, © 
25 at 11. Craven, Huddersfield, and Bond & Leeds. 
sy Fredk, cue Innkeeper. Pet Sept 7, Btone, Oct 7 
atl 
Kinghton, John, jun, Penselwood, Somerset, Innkeeper. Pet Sept 11. 
Wincanton, Sept 28 at 12. ror Shaftesbury. a 
an, Geo, Wolverhampton, Auctioneer. Pet Sept 10. Birm, Sept 28 | 
at 12. 9 onderhill, Wolverhampton, and , Birm, : 
Lee. Joseph, Leicester, Engineer. Pet Sept 10. Nottingham, Sept 29at ~ 
11, Browne & Son, Nottingham. 3 
Maltby, Wm, Nottingham, Hosier. Pet Sept 12. Nottingham, Oct 7at ~ 
ll. Brown, Nottingham. 
“ 8, Thos, Shelfield, Stafford, Victualler. Pet. 
heldon, Wedn 


Pet Sept 10. Bris. 
tol, Sept 25-at 11. Wilkes, G 
Montagu, Alfred Gordon, Milford Haven, Assistant Paymaster, Royal 
Ror. Pet Sept 3, Haverfordwest, Sept 26at12, Parry, Pembroke 
—_ —— , Stockport, Butcher, Pet Sept 11. Manch, Sept 28 at 
th 
Morgan, moan, (Wei, Birm, General Dealer in Skins. Pet Aug 18 (for pau.) 
pt 28 at 1 
ri as , Aston, Birm, Builder. Pet Sept 1 (for pan). Warwick, Sept 


Newton, Dahiel, Sheffield, Buflder. Pet Sept 12. Sheffield, Sept 26 at 10, 


ernell, Sheffie! 

Phillips, Thos, Blackburn, Victualler. Pet Sept 10. Manch, Oct 1 at 11. 

Peale iy Chrotophe ; Bradford. C ission Agent. Pot Sept 10, Leeds, 
‘oole, Hy f, ford, Commission it. Pet 
Sept 25 at 11 & Barwick, Leeds. 

Rock, Wm, Abbots Bromley, Stafford, Boot Maker. Pet Sept 9. Uttox~- 
eter, t 26 at 2, Palmer, Rugeley. 

os, Botley, Hants, Baker. ‘Pet Sept 11. Portstnouth, Oct 1 at 
il. Paffard, Portsea. 

—_ Tey Swansea, Victualler, Pet Sept 9. Swansea, Oct 6 at 3. Morris, 


Shaul, Joh al, John, Bath, Grocer. Adj Sept 9. Bristol, Sept 25 at 11, Brittan, 


Saw, Danie Wolstanton, Stafford, Boat Builder. Pet Sept12, Hanley, 

Sept 26 at 12, Litchfield, Neweastle-under- Lyme. 

Tayo ta, Getene,, mene uddersfield, Manufacturer. Pot Sept 14 

25 at il. me eond Barwick, E 

io ‘te’ Badlr, out of out of business. Pet Sept. ll. Bradford, Oct 8 at — 
Bradford, 


near Neath, : ih 
are Wadham, Meio adits: 


of business, Pet Sept 11, Swansea, Oct ~ 

ansea. 4 

bs red wa Bilston, Butcher, Pet. Wolverhampton, Sept 28 at 14, — 
Wednesbury. : 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED, 
Torspay, Sept. 15, 1663, 


Whitechapel, i, Oliman 
hey aint James’ pl, iddix, ete” Sept 11, 


esbury. 
Minty, Wm Attwood, pam Gloucester, Grocer. 
loucester. 


@ can il, 
— ter, Swansea, ont 


Altmann, Edw Geo, 

Bernal, Augustus W 
BANKRUPTCIES I IN IRELAND. 

Bepieomey Anne, & Agnes pooner, “Dublio, Looksellers and Stationers. 


‘9 warr 29 and Oct 20 
Corkeuttor, ‘To Warr Sept 24 and Oct e 


Mat ad in, Landonderr: 
Pilkington, Henry Yoster, Uingville, near Waterford. To gurr Sept 29 


Oct 20, 
Waith 90 John, Cork, Vintner, To surr Sept 24 and Oct 19, 








Walsall. Oct lat — 


SRE PRREE NRE ~s ges omer > mee agents 








